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After the Restoration the difficulties which beset the Aft*? the
Company on every side multiplied fast. At home it w
engaged in interminable and acrimonious disputes with its
affiliated branches, while the interlopers marshalled a strong
case against the corporation which they laid before Parlia-
ment and the Privy Council *. Abroad its market had now
to be shared with the Dutch who had profited by the Civil
War to entrench themselves in northern Germany2. To
crown all, it was burdened with a heavy debt for the liquida-
tion of which its creditors were clamouring, and any attempt
to meet its obligations by levying impositions on cloth
aroused a storm of protest. The efforts of the interlopers
were attended with partial success, the privileges of the
Company being temporarily suspended on the pretext of the
decay of trade. The House of Commons resolved that all
merchants should be at liberty to export cloth within the
limits of the Merchant Adventurers' patent until the end of
the year (1662) 8; and a proclamation to this effect was
issued ' with the free consent of the Company', though
Dordrecht and Hamburg were exempted from its operation \
The next year the Commons appointed a committee to
" inquire what benefit has accrued to the subjects of this
kingdom by the late suspension of the patent granted to the
Merchant Adventurers " 5; and the Company successfully
exerted its influence to bring the experiment in free trade to
an end 6. After three years the trade in cloth, which had
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